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I 

In the second half of the 19th century the opinion spread widely 
among the workers that socialism can and must be won by a 
parliamentary conquest of political power; and it seemed well on 
the way. In the 20th century disappointment brought scepticism; 
reformist, so-called socialist, parties rose to power but deteriorated 
into agencies of capitalism. Many of the most sincere militant 
groups lost confidence in parliamentary action, and the masses 
stand aloof, indifferent. What can be the reason? 

Socialist propaganda can clearly demonstrate the advantages of 
socialist order above capitalist disorder and exploitation. The 
working masses constitute the majority of the population, and they 
have the ballot. As soon as they see the necessity of socialism 
they can by their vote establish a majority in Parliament that 
instals a socialist Government. Acts of Parliament and measures 
of the Government can then bring about the necessary changes in 
social structure. Thus the working class will have won mastery 
over society, will have gained socialism without anything of a 
violent revolution. It is quite easy. 

That is just the difficulty. It is too easy. If in attacking a strong 
fortress you find the gate open, inviting you to entex, you suspect 
traps, or at least you know that the real fight lias to come elsewhere. 
Everybody knows that the conquest of power by the w 01 king class, 
its conquest of mastery over society, the annihilation of capitalism, 
can only be the result of a long and heavy class-war, of the utmost 
exertion, of stubborn fight and great sacrifice. There must be a 

Haw in the argument. . 

The working class stands over against a foe more powerful than 
ever was the ruling class. The bourgeoisie is not simply master 
because it has the majority in Parliament The entire fabiic of 
I political institutions, of administration and bureaucracy; of higher 
1 and lower officials, is in its hands. The practice of the present 
I Government is highly instructive in showing how these powers are 
I able to follow their own old wavs in policy independent of Parlia- 
I ment. Though State power is its mightiest instrument to keep the 
masses down, the power of the bourgeoisie has deeper roots in 
I i society, material and spiritual roots. Its material power consists 
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called a fight at all? What sacrifices, what hardships, what dangers 
does it impose? Parliamentary elections may afford some 
propaganda increasing social knowledge, and may awaken confi¬ 
dence; that is all. German Social Democracy in its great time 
succeeded in combining this with a broad organisation and instruc¬ 
tion of the masses; but the real force to withstand capitalist and 
State power was lacking; so it had to submit when called up for 
war, and after that the decline went on. According to the abstract 
doctrine of parliamentarism a socialist majority in Parliament 
could be elected by masses submissive, ignorant, and selfish, as they 
were in the first rise of capitalism. Practically, to be sure, this 
does not happen; on the reverse it might be surmised that just an 
instinctive feeling of the workers that in this way freedom and 
mastery cannot be won, deters them from voting for socialist revo¬ 
lution and directs their vote to immediate reforms of capitalism. 

Thus our first remark can be summarised: in parliamentary 
action the least essential only of the power factors of the working 
class are used. 

II 

Socialism or communism, in their original sense, means that the 
workers take their lot entirely in their own hands. In the con¬ 
ception of parliamentary conquest of power they put their lot into 
the hands of a parliament and a government; these have to trans¬ 
form society and abolish capitalism by means of parliamentary 
acts and governmental regulations. Parliament and Government 
do die essential work; the workers after having voted play a mostly 
passive role. That is the reason why no qualities were needed in 
the working class. The conquest of power could look so easy 
because it is no conquest at all: new better rulers have replaced 
the old bad rulers. The workers are no masters of the means of 
production; production is organised and regulated by the State, 
the community as it is called, i.e., in reality by the State organs, 
the officials; the workers can exert their influence only indirectly. 
Those who do the essential work, needs command the work. So 
the outcome of a parliamentary conquest cannot be other than 
State-socialism, based on public ownership of the production 
apparatus. State organs and officials practically having the direc¬ 
tion, the disposal over production, over the product, over its distri¬ 
bution between workers, officials, reparation funds, etc., by necessity 
develop into a new ruling and exploiting class. 

The conception of parliamentary conquest of socialism was 
natural, and came up by necessity, in the 19th century when the 
working class was a powerless mass of sufferers. The only way to 
liberate them from exploitation and to annihilate capitalism under 
such conditions was the legislative action of State power in the 
hands of clear-sighted socialists. This liberation was to be the 
glorious task of Social democracy, as an array of leaders, intellec¬ 
tuals, politicians, and revolutionists, backed by the host of followers 
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grovra more greedy than before; it is the simple fact that the pro¬ 
duction apparatus has greatly been destroyed by world war! To 
rebuild it capitalism has to spend more 0/the total social labom 
on the means of production, less on the articles of consumption- 
this means since the former are the property of the capitalists' 
that their share m the total product must increase, the share of 
the working class has to diminish. This is the meaning of “recon- 
struction Thus, all powers of capitalism are put to work m 
intensify the exploitation, to press down the standard of living to 
hurry up the tempo of the work, to squeeze labour power J’the 
utmost. s mce the single capitalists are not able to do that 
sufficiently their common organ, the State, supplies its physical 
and moral power towards this noble aim of saving the cLList 
world. So the workers have to resist m an embittered struggle- 
they are fighting for their very life, against all the powers 
dominating them, the capitalists, the State, the Unions, the political 
Parties. They break forth m spontaneous wild strikes, evelTagain, 
because everyjust won increase of nominal wage lags behind the 
rising costs of living. In these strikes they stfnd single-handed 
over agamst an entire hostile world. Here they can only have 
success by developing those moral 1 and spiritual qualities: boldness 
freedom 7 ’ deVOtl ° n> endurance ’ tha * once will enable them to win 

11 °r a11 Its other actions the working class acts in the role 
of followers directed and led by others, in the wild strikes we see 

their OWn ldje «7 of action, direct their action them¬ 
selves. That means a fundamental jump forward. But these 
actions as yet are too limited to bring important results. They are 
spontaneous outbursts against unbearable conditions, but they are 
lacking m consciousness of wider scopes. As separate little squads 
the striking groups are defeated one by one. Once this conscious¬ 
ness arises and the strikes grow into a mass character they are by 

^dlrJ ^ rected a S ainst the State organs as their most powerful 
and direct foe. The constraining power of the State trying to crush 
em has to be attacked and defeated in mass-actions by the 
supenor firmly welded power of the united working class. ‘ 

is is the significance of the strike movements flaring up again 
and again in different countries. They should be attentivelv 

Sw 1 ’ S - Udl ? and s “PP° rted hy CVer y socialist - We cannot 
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future as it did in the past. But the essential thing is that in the 
present struggles those capabilities and powers are engendered that 
^^orm the basic conditions of the workers' revolution. 

fiJ^f °v Ur thi [ d rema . rk is: fhe most heavy and genuine class 
nght of the workers against the capitalist class going on at present 
and preparing them for revolution, stands outside the realm of 
parliamentarism. 



